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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
March 31, 1975 
TO: All Members of the Faculty 
FROM: John N. Durrie, Secretary 
Al° n \ 
SUBJECT: MaraH Meeting of University Faculty 
The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held 
Tuesday, April 8, at 3:00 _p.m. in the Kiv~. 
The agenda will include the following items: 
1. Approval of summarized minutes of meeting of March 11. 
(Minutes attached.) 
2. Memorial Minute for Associate Professor Dolores Gonzales --
Professor Miles Zintz. 
3. Election of 4 regular members (for two-year terms) and 
5 alternates (for one-year terms) to the 1975-76 Academic 
Freedom and Tenure committee. The following valid 
nominations were made at the March 11 meeting (and, in 
this connection, please see the brief biographical sketches 
attached). A ballot will be distributed at the meeting. 
Caton (Chem.) 
Davis (English) 
Doxtator (Sec. Ed.) 
Estes (HPER) 
Green (Phys. & Astron.) 
Holemon (Ed. Admin.) 
Howarth (Phys. & Astron.) 
Kyner (Math & Stat.) 
Peters (Bus. & Ad. Sci.) 
Porter (History) 
Prouse (Theatre Arts, 
Sec. Ed.) 
Riedesel (Biology) 
Roebuck (History) 
Sickels (Pol. Sci.) 
Stahl (Pharm.) 
Tuttle (Philos.) 
4. Annual report of the Athletic Council - Professor Parker. 
(NOTE: Because the extensive accompanying materials were 
included with the December 10 and February 11 agendas, 
they will not be reproduced here, so please bring your 
set of them with you. A few extra copies will be available 
5. 
at the meeting.) 
Revision of Leave Policy -- Vice President Travelstead . 
(Statement attached.) 
·PP. ll-12) 6. Minor revision of statement on Academic Freedom and Tenure 
:, . 13) 
p. 14) 
at Branch Colleges -- Vice President Travelstead. 
(Statement attached.) 
7. Proposal concerning grade reporting -- Dean Wollman for 
the College of Arts and Sciences. (Statement attached. ) 
8. Proposed departmental status for American Studies --
Dean Wollman. (Statement attached. ) 
-2-
pp . 15-20)9. Proposal for a Master of Arts in the Language Sciences --
Dean Wollman. (Statement attached. ) 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF 
April 8, 1975 
(Sununarized Minutes) 
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Vice President Travelstead introduced a proposed revision to the 
leave policr which, he said, has already been approved by the 
Regents subJect to approval by the Faculty. The revision, he 
said, provides more flexibility with regard to back-to-back 
leaves and will definitely favor faculty members. Additionally, 
Dr. Travelstead introduced wording to include the Vice President 
for Health Sciences in cases involving faculty members in the 
health sciences. As revised, therefore, item 2 of the policy on 
-2-
leave without pay (page 66B in the Faculty Handbook) would read 
as follows: "A leave without pay or any combination of a sabbatical 
leave and a leave without pay will not generally exceed one year 
in duration, although when the best interests of the University 
would be so served and with the concurrence of the department 
chairman, the dean, the Vice President for Health Sciences when 
faculty members in the health sciences are involved, and the Vice 
President for Academic Affairs, the President may recommend a two-
year absence to the Regents. However, except in extremely rare 
cases, as recommended by the President to the Regents, a faculty 
member shall not be absent from the University for more than two 
of any five consecutive years, and it is not contemplated that 
even such a proportion of absence shall be the norm." This revision 
was approved by the Faculty, with the addition concerning the Vice 
President for Health Sciences to be returned to the Regents for 
confirmation. 
Dr. Travelstead said that the Regents had suggested the addition of 
a new sentence in the "Proposed Policy Statement on Academic Freedom 
and Tenure at the university of New Mexico's Gallup and Northern 
Branches" to indicate the new term appointments now in effect. He 
suggested, therefore, the following additional wording: "It should 
be noted that the recently approved Tenure Position Plan which is 
applicable at the branches as well as on the main campus indicates 
that the normal initial full-time contract at the instructor and 
assistant professor levels will be a term appointment of three years." 
This addition to the policy was approved by the Faculty. 
Dean Wollman, for the college of Arts and.Sciences, introduced a 
proposal to show on the student's transcript for each course the 
grade received, the average or median grade given in that course, 
and the number of students enrolled. The Faculty defeated an amend-
m~nt which would have called for the posting of three enrollment 
figures-- the intial enrollment the mid-term enrollment, and the 
final enrollment __ as well as ~n average of the three. The Faculty 
then voted to defeat the main motion. 
It was also recommended by Dean Wollman, on behalf of the Col~ege of 
Arts and Sciences, that American studies become a department in t~e 
Coll~ge. This proposal, he said, had the endorse~ent of the Cu:ricula 
Committee and was considered by the Graduate Commi~tee though without 
specific recommendation. Dean Wollman said that his own.approval was 
based on an understanding that there would be no change ~n the 
accessibility to resources of the college of Ar~s and.sciences as 
the result of such a change in status. After ~1scuss10~, the Faculty 
voted in favor of departmental status for American Studies. 
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Dean Spolsky, on behalf of the Graduate Corrunittee and with the 
approval of the Curricula Corrunittee and the College of Arts and 
Sciences, recommended the institution of a Master of Arts program 
in the Language Sciences. Professor Oller, addressing himself 
to the matter of budget, said that no new courses are being 
proposed, no new faculty positions are requested or contemplated, 
and no additional budget request is being made. It was also noted 
by President Heady and Vice President Travelstead that Board of 
Educational Finance approval is required and that a waiting period 
of one year is necessary before such a program could be put in 
operation. Even if approved at all steps, Dr. Travelstead said, 
the program could not start until the fall of 1976. The Faculty 
thereupon approved the M.A. program in the Language Sciences. 
The me eting adjourned at 4:52 p.m. 
John N. Durrie, Secretary 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
FACULTY MEETING 
April 8, 1975 
The April 8, 1975, meeting of the University Faculty 
was called to order by President Heady at 3:15 p.m., with 
a quorum present. 
President Heady requested and received approval of 
the summarized minutes of the meeting of March 11th, Item 
One on the agenda. 
PRESIDE T HEADY Susanne Burks is here. Since we Reporter 
are waiting legal advice as to whether or not the open Ad.mi tted 
meetings law does or does not apply to the Faculty, I will 
ask the chairman. 
FACULTY MEMBER If he wishes to make a motion. 
PROFESSOR REGENER I would move that Susanne Burks 
be admitted to this meeting. 
HEADY Any discussion? Those in favor, "aye"; 
opposed, "no." The motion is carried. 
I would now like to call on Professor Miles Zintz 
to present the memorial minute for Associate Professor 
Dolores Gonzales. 
PROFESSOR ZINTZ Dolores Gonzales died in Bataan 
Hospital on March 18th 1975. She had joined our faculty 
. , 
in 1966. Born in Pecos, she was a native of New Mexico. 
She taught in rural schools in San Miguel County while she 
attended Highlands University .where she received her B.A. 
degree in English by attending summer sessions only. She 
received her M.A. degree at Teachers College, Columbia, in 
early c ildhood education. Her Ed.D. degree was earned at 
~e~nsylvania State University in 1967, after she had 
Joined our staff. 
Memorial 
Minute for 
Dolores~nzales 
From 1955 until 1964, Dolores served as an elementary 
education advisor to United states Aid to International 
Development in Honduras Costa Rica, and Venezuela. From 
1964 to 1966 she served 1 as an instructor at Pennsylvania 
State University. Joining our staff in 1966, she served 
as a consultant to Ecuadorian educators in the preparation 
of elementary school textbooks in reading, arithmetic, and 
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science. Under her skilled leadership, the writers developed 
the scope and sequence charts for tl1e series of textbooks 
and they learned the necessary skills of writing. Now, for 
the first time, Ecuador has carefully planned textbooks in 
reading, mathematics and science for their elementary 
schools. Her reputation in those Latin American countries 
in which she worked was unexcelled. 
After two-and-a-half years in Quito, she returned to 
our campus where she was engaged much of the time in 
materials preparation for a bilingual/multicultural course 
of study for schools in the Southwest -- a cause to which 
she was deeply devoted. Under a federal grant this year, 
her group of writers are preparing the reading textbooks 
to complete a series in Spanish, La Tierra de Encanto, 
which includes the prereading skills inventories and the 
textbooks for the elementary school grades. 
She taught courses in children's literature, reading 
and language arts, and bilingual education. When a group 
of Bolivian educators were recently on our campus, she 
conducted a seminar in textbook preparation for them. 
She edited and revised a book entitled Songs and 
Games of New Mexico, a collection of the folkmusic of 
traditional Spanish-speaking people of northern New Mexico, 
first published in 1942. It appeared in 1974 under the 
title Juegos y Canciones de Nuevo Mexico, as edited by 
Doctor Gonzales. 
The Albuquerque Public Schools has chosen to name 
a new elementary school in the south valley after Doctor 
Gonzales. 
Dolores was ·a competent and demanding teacher and a 
Productive scholar. She related well with all people 
because she respected the dignity and worth of each one. 
Her colleagues and former students consider knowing her a 
rare privilege and remember her affectionately. 
Mr. Chairman, r move that this memorial minute be 
adopted by the Faculty, and that the secretary be instructed 
to send a copy to her brother, who lives here in Albuquerque. 
HEADY Thank you. May I ask the Faculty to adopt 
this morning by a rising vote, please? 
, 
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(The body stood in a rising vote.) 
HEADY The other memorial minute is for Senior 
Research Associate Rodney Rhodes, and I will call on 
Professor Elston to present this minute. 
PROFESSOR ELSTON Rodney Charles Rhodes was born 
in Durban, Natal, South Africa, and died as the result of 
Memorial 
Minute for 
Rodney Rhodes 
a tragic highway accident in Illinois on March 29th, 1975. 
He was thirty-one years old. His fiancee, Mary Minor, died 
in the same accident. They were on their way from 
Albuquerque to the home of Miss Minor's parents in Benton, 
Illinois, where they planned to be married in a few days. 
Rodney Rhodes is survived by his mother, Mrs. W. Speed of 
Durban. 
The accident cut short a brilliant scientific 
career. Rodney Rhodes earned a first-class B.Sc. degree 
in geology at the University of Natal in 1963, followed 
by a first-class Honors B.Sc. degree in 1964, and an M.Sc. 
(cum laude) in 1966. In 1966 he came to U.N.M. as a Ph.D. 
candidate, with a Research Assistantship in volcanology 
and astrogeology. His academic record was flawless and, 
after earning his Ph.D. in 1970, he became a post-doctoral 
Research Associate in the U.N.M. Department of Geology. 
Early in 1972 he accepted a position with the Geological 
Survey of South Africa and was soon promoted to Senior 
Geologist. In late 1973 he returned to U.N.M. as Senior 
Research Associate, with the intention of making the United 
States his permanent home. He had learned to love 
New Mexico and its people and had found here an atmosphere 
of social, political and academic freedom which allowed 
him to develop an in~ependent way of living and to pursue 
the discoveries he had made in Africa and America. 
In the short life that was given to him, Rodney 
Rhodes accomplished more than most of us do in long 
careers. He had a gift for going straight to the crux of 
scientific problems. For his doctoral dissertation he 
described the geology of the heart of the Gila Wilderness, 
one of the most beautiful and inaccessible areas in the 
United States. There he documented the largest known 
extinct volcano in North America and, possibly, the world. 
From this he developed a model that may be the ~ey to one 
of the classic problems of geology, the connection between 
the large volcanic fields that we see in geologically young 
regions and the great areas of instrusive igneous rocks 
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which form the foundations of all continents. 
Rodney Rhodes' work on the Bushveld Complex of 
South Africa went to the heart of another classic scientific 
controversy, one that had bewildered geologists and astron-
omers for a century, the roles of impact and volcanic 
processes in the origin of large craters on the Earth, Moon, 
and Mars. He was able to combine conflicting evidence for 
both processes into a single elegant model. Recently, he 
made major contributions to a third fundamental problem, of 
world-wide scale. From the timing of ancient volcanic 
eruptions and from the chemical variations of ancient 
volcanic rocks he deduced new information about motions of 
segments (or plates) of the Earth's rigid shell. 
Rodney Rhodes was a member of the Geological Society 
of South Africa, the Geological Society of America, and 
Sigma Xi. He won the Scott Medal of the Biological Society 
of South Africa in 1967 and a U.N.M. Fellowship in 1968-69. 
In all his work, Rodney Rhodes combines the physical 
stamina, serendipity, and inductive reasoning of the field 
geologist, the laboratory skills of the chemist, and the 
careful attention to significance of the statistician. To 
those who knew him, Rodney Rhodes was more than a valued 
coworker. He was a free human spirit and a true friend. 
Mr. President, I move adoption of this memorial, and 
that the secretary send a copy of this minute of this 
memorial to Doctor Rhodes' mother. 
HEADY Thank you. May we have a rising vote to 
adopf'this memorial minute? 
(The body stood in a rising vote.) 
HEADY Item three on the agenda is the election of 
four regular members for two-year terms, and five alternates 
for one-year terms, to the Academic Freedom and Tenure 
Committee for 75-76. 
We will distribute ballots to you, and while we are 
doing that, the secretary will give the instructions about 
the marking of these ballots, so please wait to mark your 
ballots until you are sure about the instructions from the 
secretary. 
Election of 
Members and 
Alternates 
to Academic 
Freedom and 
Tenure 
Committee 
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MR. DURRIE Thank you, Mr. President. 
The reason for waiting is that in a preferential 
ballot system, all ballots which are incompletely or 
incorrectly marked must automatically be invalidated. I 
don't think one election goes by but what we have to throw 
away about ten ballots. 
In conducting this election from year-to-year, we 
have followed the procedure of designating the top four 
persons in the voting as regular members with two-year 
terms, with the next five being named as alternates with 
one-year terms. And unless the faculty has some other 
suggestion, this is the way we will proceed with this 
election. 
Also, in the case of two nominees from the same 
department, only the one with the top vote will be included. 
I would like to note, .toor that Professor McDermott, who 
was nominated last month, is going to be on leave for 
1975-76, so her name is not on today's ballot. 
In case you don't know some of the nominees, I 
would like to call your attention to the biographical 
sketches which are on pages six to eight of the agenda 
material. I have listed the present committee membership 
on the blackboard, and those whose terms carry over for 
another year have asterisks in front of the names, and 
those of the Committee who are listed on today's ballot 
are marked with an "X." 
In filling out the ballot, please follow the 
instructions at the bottom of the page. There are six-
teen names, so please indicate your preference by putting 
a number from one to sixteen in front of every name on the 
ballot, "one" for your first choice, "two" for the second, 
and on through sixteen. 
I can't emphasize too strongly for your vote to be 
counted in a preferential ballot you must have a number 
from "one" to "sixteen" in this case in front of each name. 
HEADY 
nomination. I 
tion on behalf 
we will proceed now with the Committee Appointment to 
believe Professor Thorson has that nomina- National Inter-
national Affairs 
of the Faculty Policy Committee. Committee 
PROFESSOR THORSON Mr. President, I recommend that 
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~~ 
the Faculty approve the nomination offrofessor Welsh of 
~~ classical~D5iiel!MI. languages to the International Affairs 
Committee. 
(Seconded.) 
~-
HEADY To the/'..International Aff~rs Committee. 
Those in favor "aye"; opposed, "no." The motion is carried. 
That brings us to the addendum set out on April 3rd, 
and I would like to recognize Professor Thorson to make a 
motion on behalf of the Faculty Policy Committee in 
connection with that item. 
THORSON The Faculty Policy Committee met and dis-
cussed this matter last Wednesday, and I was asked to make 
this motion on behalf of the Faculty Policy Committee: 
"Voting faculty not on active duty shall be 
included on the voting on any issue submitted to 
the general faculty by a mail ballot." 
HEADY Is there a second to that motion? 
(Several seconds.) 
HEADY Moved and seconded. 
THORSON I might explain this is really p 0 spective 
and this is to establish a ruling, really, for future mail 
ballots which we didn't have in the past. 
HEADY I would like to add on this, I think the 
question as to the eligibility of people not on active duty 
to participate in the mail referendum is not clearly and 
specifically dealt with in the Faculty Constitution. 
Voting Faculty 
Members not 
on Active Duty 
May Vote in 
Mail Ballots 
As presiding officer I made a ruling at the time of 
the mail referendum that was held, based upon the fact that 
the people on leave were not counted in determining the 
number for a quorum. It has later been called to my 
attention, and r think this was in a memo I read to you 
last week, that there is language in the Faculty Constitution 
that members not on active duty may attend meetings and vote. 
So you have to balance those two considerations, and I would 
certainly recommend that for future mail referendum, you do 
adopt the settlement of this issue that is proposed by the 
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motion. 
Is there any discussion? Professor Schmidt. 
PROFESSOR SCHMIDT Yes, sir. 
How it would at all affect this recent ballot with 
respect to the senate? 
HEADY The motion as proposed would not affect it 
at all, and I personally, as presiding officer, do not 
think it should be affected because I think the decision 
at the -- the ruling made at that time is a defensible 
ruling, it's a possible ruling, and so although I suppose 
that is a question this body can take up if it wants to, 
it is not dealt with by the motion that the Faculty Policy 
Committee is making. And deliberately, it is not dealt 
with by that motion. 
Is there any further discussion on the motion? If 
not, are you ready to vote? 
Those in favor, please say "aye"; opposed, "no." 
The motion is carried. 
Item Four is the annual report of the Athletic 
Council. 
Annual Report of 
Athletic Council 
FACULTY MEMBER 
(Seconded.) 
Move it be postponed permanently. 
HEADY I have not recognized either of these voices 
that you hear in the distance. 
The annual report of the Athletic Council has been 
on the agenda for how many meetings, Mr. Chairman? 
PROFESSOR PARKER I remember well how we worked 
long hours getting it ready for the November meeting. 
HEADY We have now arrived at the time to consider 
it. We did not redistribute it because it was distributed 
at least twice and since the committee is rather verbal, 
I ' ' 
We decided it was a waste of paper to reprod uce it again. 
But we do have some copies here. 
PROFESSOR HAMILTON My copy's turned yellow. May 
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I have 
HEADY There are copies here if any of you do not 
have a copy with you, and would like to have it while we 
discuss it. 
I recognize Professor Parker, Chairman of the 
Athletic Council. 
PARKER Mr. President, like to move the acceptance 
of the faculty report -- or the Athletic Council report to 
the faculty for the adacemic year, or fiscal year 73-74, 
and if that motion is seconded, I will be happy to respond 
to any questions concerning the report. 
THORSON Seconded. 
HEADY It's been seconded. 
PARKER The report is quite lengthy, we would admit, 
but it was necessary to get everything in there. Parti-
cularly, I think, you might have noted that for the first 
time was included in the report information on the Women's 
Intercollegiate Athletic Program; also, some information 
on changes in the Faculty Handbook that had been recommended 
by the Athletic Council, to change somewhat its duties. 
Also, budget information is available and broken 
down by sports, although done in a rather crude fashion, 
and necessarily so. There is information on the budget 
by sport. 
I would be happy to respond to any questions related 
to the report by any member of the faculty. 
HEADY Are there any questions or comments on the 
report? 
The motion before you is for acceptance of the 
report. Are you ready to vote? Professor Schmidt. 
SCHMIDT I think I would like to make a comment for 
the sake of the record. 
I still find the amount of money spent for athletic 
s cholarships shocking in comparison with scholastic 
scholarships. I hope that will appear in the record. 
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There has been talk in the newspapers about the way 
in which we could save money in the University budget. 
This seems to me an obvious place where we could make some 
good savings. I hope that will appear in the record. 
HEADY That will appear in the record. 
Any other discussion? Professor Thorson. 
THORSON Professor Parker, is this the first year 
that the U. N.M. Lobo Club budget and balance s heet has 
appeared? 
PARKER No, it has been in at least one other year, 
perhaps two. I am not sure how far back it goes. 
THORSON I didn't remember seeing it before. Does 
the Athletic Council have any responsibility for the Lobo 
Club, or is this just a matter of their --
PARKER It really is a matter of courtesy on their 
part. We did request that they provide us this information 
because we are interested in the budget, and to see what 
they are contributing, but we have no control over them. 
HEADY If there is no other question or comment, 
are you ready to vote? 
Those. in favor of the motion, please say "aye"; 
opposed, "no." Motion is carried. 
0 
Item Five, revision of leave policy. I will recog- Revision of 
nize Vice-President Travelstead. I believe the text of Leave Policy 
this revision is pages nine and ten of the materials dis -
tributed. 
VICE-PRESIDENT TRAVELSTEAD Mr. Chairman, members 
of the Faculty, on page ten at the top of the page is the 
way this leave policy is now stated . 
Mr . Durrie told you in the communication leading to 
t~is faculty meeting, that a meeting last June ~e were . 
discussing a particular case, a faculty member in mathematics, 
and the imposition that the use of that policy might work 
on that faculty member. 
The Regents agreed, in fact suggested, that this 
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policy be reexamined, and take into consideration ways in 
which the general spirit of it might be carried out and 
still be made a little more flexible. 
Mr. Durrie and I did do this, and we think the pro-
posed revision is definitely in favor of the faculty 
members. It gives flexibility in that direction and it was 
before, I think, t h is item along with others, have been on 
the agenda for several faculty meetings. 
In the meantime, the Regents have passed this>subject 
to the approval of the Faculty. The statement we are pro-
posing is at the bottom of page ten, and the gist of it, 
the gist of the change, is that the one year which is rather 
specifically stated in the top, except in extremely rare 
cases, would be phrased, "not more than two out of any five 
consecutive years," which does give a little more flexibility 
to it. 
Now, since the Regents passed it, Mr. President, I 
am not quite sure how we ought to do this. I will suggest 
this addition, and then the Faculty can consider it as it 
sees fit. 
For faculty members involved in the health sciences, 
we believe that after the word "dean" on the fourth line 
of the proposed statement, that we ought to have an added 
statement which would read, "the vice-president for health 
sciences, when faculty members in health sciences are 
involved." 
In other words that recommendation process ought to 
' I include the vice-president for health sciences and pharmacy, 
nursing, or medicines where they are concerned. 
I, therefore, move, Mr. President, th~t this body 
approve this change for the reasons I have given. 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
HEADY It's been moved and seconded that the Faculty 
adopt the statement on the bottom of page ten with that 
addition, and I would suggest we consider it in that.form, 
and if it's adopted in that form, then, we can take it 
back to the Regents for confirmation of that change. 
Is there discussion? Professor Thorson. 
5S ~ 
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THORSON Just a question, Chester. When does this 
start? I mean, is that any five years, or 
TRAVELSTEAD We will try to count it in ways to be 
the most flexible manner. 
THORSON I have that on tape . 
TRAVELSTAED It did make some difference whether 
you started it this y ear or that year. I think it's better 
not to stipulate that. 
HEADY Further discussion? 
Those in favor, please say "aye"; opposed, "no." 
The motion is carried. 
Item Six, minor revision on academic freedom and 
tenure at branch colleges. 
Revision of 
Academic Freedom 
and Tenure at 
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. President, members of the Faculty, 
on pages eleven and twelve -- perhaps if I read the state-
ment as it now stands, which has been approved by this body 
some time ago, when the Regents were asked to approve it 
after the Faculty approved it. One of the Regents noted 
that we had not referred to the new type of appointment, 
and that Regent thought that this plan for the branches 
ought to take into consideration the same policy we have 
on campus. 
So the suggested addition is underlined, and it is: 
"It should be noted that the recently approved 
Tenure Position Plan which is applicable at the 
branches as well as on the main campus indicates 
that the normal initial full-time contract at the 
instructor and assistant professor levels will be 
a term appointment of three years." 
That agrees with our main campus proposal, and the 
Regents thought that the branches ought to operate under 
the same. 
So I move, Mr. chairman, that the material under-
lined be added to what the Faculty's already passed before 
on this policy. 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded . 
Branch 
Colleges 
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HEADY Moved and seconded. Any discussion? 
Yes, Professor Cooper. 
PROFESSOR COOPER I want to call attention to t h e 
policy, section three, which reads: 
"The four bases for appointment, promotion, 
and tenure used on the main campus shall apply also 
to the branch campuses. It is expected, however, 
that because of the somewhat different mission of 
branch colleges, more emphasis will be placed 
there on teaching and service and less upon 
scholarship and research." 
I suggest that second sentence does not do a favor 
to the branch colleges. I am afraid it could take a 
status quo, a situation where, indeed, we righ t now 
expect -- we expect teaching, we expect service. We 
haven't had an opportunity to develop these colleges to 
become a stronger arm of this campus. 
I am afraid in the past and presJnt form would 
imply, if not adjudicate a system where we have a second-
class type of faculty, namely, those in the branch colleges. 
I don't think t he framers of this had this in mind. 
It would seem to me that to pass this in present 
form would endanger the status of those. I, t herefore, 
move an amendment to strike the second sentence from 
section three. 
HEADY I think it should be pointed out, Professor 
Cooper , that the statement, except for this additional 
sentence, was considered and was adopted by the Faculty, 
and I think this issue was discussed at that time . I am 
not sure -- I assume a reconsideration might be more in 
order. 
I would suggest as far as procedure is concerned, 
however, is that we first vote on the motion before us, 
Which does not deal with that part of the statement, and 
Which only refers to the addition of this sentence. Let's 
see if there's any comment, debate, on that matter . 
If not, are you ready to vote on the motion made by 
Doct f 1 ase say "aye" ,· or Travelstead? Those in avor, Pe 
opposed, "no." The motion is carried. 
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Now , I think the matter you raised, Professor Cooper, 
I think is in the nature of a reconsideration, and if you 
wish to bring it up as a matter of reconsideration, I will 
consult with our parliamentarian as to whether that's 
appropriate at this point. 
COOPER I so move . 
HEADY All right. It's been moved that the second 
sentence under paragraph number three, which appears at 
the top of page twelve in the materials distributed to you, 
be deleted. Is that correct? 
COOPER Yes. 
HEADY Is there a second to that motion? 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
HEADY It's been seconded. Is there discussion? 
Yes, sir. Would you identify yourself? 
PROFESSOR PORTER Jonathan Porter, History. 
It seems to me this is perhaps out of order. It was 
considered and voted on, and it seems to me it ought to be 
a new agenda item for some other meeting, if it's a new 
substantive issue, which it doesn't come under the partic-
ular addition that we just considered today, but tends to 
begin this same discussion that we had several months ago, 
again. 
So I would object to bringing it up, at least today. 
HEADY Professor Porter questions the suitability 
of bringing that up at this point. I will ask Professor 
Dick, as parliamentarian, if he has any advice for me as 
presiding officer. 
. PROFESSOR DICK Really, it wouldn 't be a recon-
sideration. It would be a motion to rescind a previously 
~n~cted piece of legislation. Under the circumstances, 
its not directly germane to the amendment that Doctor 
Travelstead gave us, and, therefore, I think you might 
c~nsider it more appropriately for a future meeting, 
since this is not on the agenda. 
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HEADY I think what I will do is rule it out of 
order at this point. Our procedural rules do permit items 
to be brought on the agenda that have not been sent out 
ahead of time, so if you want to bring this up at the end 
of the regular agenda, Professor Cooper, I think I would 
recognize you at that time, unless I am advised then other-
wise. 
Next item is Item Seven, proposal concerning grade 
reporting. I believe Dean Wollman is going to present that 
on behalf of the College of Arts and Sciences. 
This is on page thirteen of the material distributed 
to you. 
DEAN WOLLMAN You have the item on page thirteen. 
I will briefly indicate the background, and then 
ask Professor Berthold to explain further . This proposal 
was passed by the College of Arts and Sciences at a meeting 
that dealt with questions of academic standards. It was 
the outgrowth of a discussion of grading practices, the 
variations in grading practices, and how one might cope 
with these variations still within the limits of academic 
freedom. 
We believe that this is an optimum solution in view 
of the conflicting elements that are involved. 
I would like to ask Professor Berthold if he would 
amplify somewhat on the statement that is before you. 
HEADY Could I ask, Dean Wol lman, I think it would 
be appropriate now for either you or Professor Berthold to 
move the adoption of the proposal to get us going . 
WOLLMAN I move that the proposal be adopted. 
HEADY Is there a second? 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
HEADY Moved and seconded. Professor Berthold. 
PROFESSOR BERTHOLD Well, the proposal, which is 
simply to add to each course and grade on the student's 
transcript, the enrollment in that course and originally 
Proposal 
concerning 
grade Report-
ing 
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stated average grade, perhaps a median. I am not too sure 
about statistics, but either the median or average grade 
for the course. 
Now, what I will say very briefly is the purpose of 
this, and objections have been already raised by Dean Weaver, 
and then other objections that come to my mind. The purpose 
is in no way to directly to alter grading standards. I am 
not sure there is any way to attack that. This simply 
tends to allow for variations in standards as we all realize 
that standards in grading vary drastically from professor to 
professor, from department to department, in the University. 
And I think this would, by ranking the person in a 
particular class, allow for the varying standards so that 
in the long run it will get to the problem of inaccuracies. 
In the long run, a graduate school, looking at a trans-
cript, can look at a course, Somba-Somba 104, 
enrollment ninety, median grade or average grade, three 
point four, and this person has not an "A" in that course, 
well, that automatically tells them something about the 
grading practices of that particular person that is in 
that course. 
All right, that's the purpose. The fringe benefits 
that I see is that it also reveals everyone's grading 
practices, which I think is a good idea. 
Now, the objections that I first received from 
Dean Weaver in the form of a memo from Travelstead to 
Wollman -- let's see: 
"Even now it's impossible to get grade reports 
in on time from the faculty." 
This, I think, has absolutely nothing to do with it. 
The faculty would have no role in this. This would be a 
job for data processing, to come up with these figures. 
Second, "The proposal resulted in nontraditional 
transcripts: would interpreter pay sufficient attention to 
the interpretation?" 
One has to assume a certain minimal level of 
intelligence on the part of persons reading a transcript. 
Already, in order to read one of our transcripts, they have 
to deal with about a thousand letters or symbols. I don't 
- . a.·, 
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think this is going to disturb people too much. 
"The proposal dd t 1 d h b · a s o area y eavy ureaucratic 
procedures." 
As I see this, this will not add to the bureaucracy 
in any way. It will necessitate a change in the data pro-
cessing as far as the computer is concerned. 
"The proposal smacks of gimmickry, trying to solve a 
problem of varying attitudes toward grade and the bureau-
cratic procedure." 
Well, maybe this is gimmickry, but I am not attacking 
standards. It's simply a meager attempt to make the indivi-
dual grades in classes more meaningful. As it stands now, a 
grade essentially is judged in the context of the entire 
University, which means if your standards are more rigorous 
than those of the University at large, your people, in a 
way, are being penalized by those who read the grades on 
their transcripts. 
All right . Final objection here is that the practical 
problems of implementation are mind- boggling, and I will 
come back to problems of implementation in a moment . I 
have three further objections. 
When Entrance and Credits voted us down, I requested 
a list of reasons for voting it down. They sent me a copy 
of their minutes, in which minutes there were a couple of 
reasons listed. "The single statistic is not enough." 
That may be, but one statistic is better than no 
statistics at all, I think. I will come back to that. 
Second, "Assumes a student has the same ability in 
all classes." 
I simply do not understand that. All this is doing 
is ranking the student within each class. And if he is 
disastrous in one class and good in another, that will 
show up. 
Finally, "There's a problem of grade changes." 
Grade changes in the following semester, obviously 
mess up the median or the average. I will come back to that . 
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All right. Now, what I consider the three serious 
objections to this, number one, that it is inaccurate. 
This is true, nothing is perfect. This is only 
intended to give people an idea over the long run, and 
through an entire transcript. And certainly for small 
classes, it's very inaccurate. Six people in a seminar 
could very well get "A's'' justifiably, but in classes that 
are large, a hundred, hundred and fifty, I think this is a 
fair representation of the grading standards of the indi-
vidual instructor. 
And this would presumably be concluded in instructions 
if you look at four years of transcripts, and overall classes 
you can get some general idea. If it seems that a person's 
grades are all extremely high, and the median grades in all 
those classes are also high, I think this gives you some 
idea of the value, relative value of the grades. 
Second, the problem of grade changes. Now, I don't 
know for sure here, but even though there are many grade 
changes, I assume that they are a small, still a very small 
proportion of the total number of grades that are assigned 
each semester. 
Finally, implementation, which is a big objection. 
What this would involve is reprogramming the University 
computing processes for printing out transcripts. 
Now, I talked to Mr. Leurig in data processing, and 
I believe Dean Weaver talked to him , also; and if he had a 
different impression, he would state that this is going to 
cost some money, obviously. The best estimate he could 
give me for implementing this, starting it at one point and 
continuing on from this point, that is to say excluding all 
past transcripts and current students to do that, the cost 
of programming new transcripts, new report grade certifi-
cates -- whatever the hell they are -- the sheets you get 
back the following semester to check your grades -- and 
also with the grade slips that go to the students; to put 
this new information on all thousand of these items, and 
the most important one is the transcript, he estimated 
would initially cost eight thousand to ten thousand dollars. 
This is a lot of money for each of us in the terms 
of the University as a whole. I don't think it ' s that much 
money , even though we are strapped for money . We could 
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eliminate one assistant to one vice-president, and it would 
pay for the program, I think. 
At any rate, this would be a long-term affair, and 
certainly in the overall University budget, in which ten, 
even twenty thousand dollars would be a small part. I 
think something might be worked out. 
This, obviously, is a negative aspect and is goirig 
to earn us a lot of negative votes. 
HEADY Before we proceed, I would like to ask you, 
Professor Berthold, since the motion is to adopt your pro-
posal, which reads to show on the student's transcript for 
each report the grade received, the average grade given in 
that course, and the number of students enrolled, you 
suggest,you weren't --
BERTHOLD Right, somebody just pointed that out to 
me. 
HEADY I would like to clarify, since we have an 
exact language here, we are going to vote on whether you 
want to leave it "average," or whether you want to change 
it to "median," or whether you want to insert "or median" 
and have it read, "average or median"? 
BERTHOLD "Average or median" could 
hadn't thought on that. I just -- "average" 
mind and somebody pointed out "median" gives 
different -- and somebody mentioned "mode." 
four or five different ways to do this. 
be decided, I 
was in my 
you a 
There's about 
HEADY Well, if we are going to act on a motion, I 
think we ought to get this point clear before we proceed, 
as to what is the language of the proposal. 
BERTHOLD All right. My motion is -- I am concerned 
with my proposal and whether the figure is "median" or 
"mode" or "avera;e" is not that important to me . I think 
any one of those figures will reveal the kind of informa-
tion I want to be revealed. 
FACULTY MEMBER Why don't you pick one? 
HEADY 
median. 11 
Well, I suggested as one option, "average or 
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BERTHOLD "Average or median." Can I put that 
HEADY I am leaving it up to you to choose. I just 
wanted to get it clear before we proceed. 
BERTHOLD You know, 
and that can be assuming 
be decided so -- I have not 
can I say "average or median," 
the proposal is passed, it can 
really thought about it. 
HEADY If there is no objection, we will consider 
that the language before us, then, is "the average or 
median grade." 
Now, is there further discussion? Professor Hamilton. 
HAMILTON Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak. 
I am opposed to this. I am not one of those who, in 
the University, gives out all "A's" and "B's." As a matter 
of fact, the dean over here of my department checks it. I 
am on the low side. I personally have disagreed very much 
with those who have taken the road of grading on the high 
side, and who felt that all "A's" and "B's," a course with 
all "A's" and "B's" is an applicable grade, and I don't 
agree with that. 
But I interpret this motion here to uphold the 
position I take, but trying to impose it upon others by 
exposing them to public view. I don't think that this is 
meant as an -- or intended to aid graduate schools in 
enrolling people who apply from this place, or to assess 
their transcripts. 
I think this is meant to force people who disagree 
with my grading, and my general assignment of grades, to 
conform to my general assignment and grades. That is, I 
am on the low side. r think that's what it is intended to 
do. 
I think I should do, by more -- use moral suasion, 
but not this kind of intimidation. That's what I think it 
is. 
BERTHOLD In effect, you are calling me a liar? 
HAMILTON No, ram not. If you said so, but --
you also stated, Mr. Berthold --
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BERTHOLD I said that's a fringe benefit. 
HAMILTON Whatever your name is, you also stated 
here that t his would remedy a problem we have had at this 
institution for some time here, and the problem, I assume, 
was this matter that we have had a rather severe argument 
over grades. You let the cat out of the bag when you said 
that. 
BERTHOLD Well, should we be ashamed of the way we 
grade? It seems a little hypocritical if you want to 
cover it up. 
HEADY Our rules say a member speaks not more than 
twice. Is that interchange finished for the moment? 
Professor Baker. 
PROFESSOR BAKER I would like to speak as one of 
the three faculty representatives on the Committee on 
Entrance and Credits. And I can't speak for the Committee, 
but I think it might be helpful to expand somewhat, what 
was said to Professor Berthold was a condensed summary of 
the minutes of our meeting. 
I think it is proper that he neither be concerned 
with cost or practical problems of implementation, and he 
spoke about these at our meeting, but the major concern, 
as I remember it, in our discussion , dealt with whether the 
type of entry proposed -- an either average or median, plus 
the number of students in a class -- would really convey 
something meaningful about grading standards and would be 
helpful to anybody. 
Without detailing the various discussion, we felt 
that it simply wouldn 't. 
I might point out that it does make a difference 
Whether it is average or median, and the quest ion of size 
of class is really crucial. And in the presentation about 
the proposal various comments were made that grade changes 
is just a minor thing. It certainly would be inaccurate 
for small classes, but generally over the long run it 
would be helpful. 
Many of us on the committee fe l t that if it was not 
0 nly a gimmick, but it was a kind of bandaid, and that it 
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was using grading standards as a 
that is someth ing -- and you can 
there are the grading standards, 
what we need to know about them. 
sort of catchall phrase 
see it there on the table, 
and then this will reveal 
I think we felt that it was a much more complex 
issue, and that this is not a satisfactory solution for 
whatever the problem is behind that. 
HEADY Professor Howarth. 
PROFESSOR HOWARTH When I first saw this proposal, 
I found it difficult to take it seriously. But, then, I 
thought about some of the things I see around me in the 
University, in the country and newspapers, and I realized 
that it had to be taken seriously. 
The world is full of examples of absolutely monu-
mental silliness, not that I think this is an example of 
monumental silliness, I think it's an example of rather 
petty silliness and should be rejected as such. 
For my thought, it was that it wouldn't matter, 
that nobody would pay attention, but universities, 
including this, would not examine so many people, reducing 
people to numbers, reducing students to G. P . A.'s. And 
it would be taken seriously, and this would be the beginning. 
And the next would be a committee to set up to look at our 
grading practices, and we might be assigned a grading 
devaluation. We could put that around our necks . 
This could also be plugged in the computer so they 
could come up with a super corrective grade point average 
that would work more efficiently at sorting students out, 
which is what we do, instead of aiding them. 
Let's look at some of the effect this would have on 
students. we are already in a system where a student's 
~rime intention in getting in a class is to manipulate the 
instructor in giving him the best grade he can get. 
So now we have the student also programmed not only 
to do this, but to manipulate the instructor into giving 
the lowest possible grade to all the other students. And 
I suggest that this does not enhance the educational 
process. 
I think we are already in a silly system, so please 
OS ... ":· 
' - " 
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let's not make it worse. 
HEADY Yes, sir. Would you identify yourself? 
PROFESSOR OLLER 
Linguistics. 
John Oller, Department of 
I just want to comment that although I agree with 
the spirit of what Professor Howarth is saying, I would 
like to speak on behalf of the motion inasmuch as it 
clarifies the information on transcripts, and we do use 
transcripts, and I think it would make it more meaningful. 
HEADY Professor Morrison. 
PROFESSOR MORRISON Mr. Chairman, I find myself 
in sympathy with the objective, which is to make trans-
cripts more meaningful. I have trouble enough reading a 
transcript, what an "A" in a course means and what a "B" 
in a course means. 
I am going to have to oppose this motion because to 
me, it opens a bucket of worms, which I had hoped we had 
got closed and forgotten about. 
What I find in any class that I teach, the meaning-
ful record of standards is a record of how many people 
entered the course, how much work did they do, how many of 
them got passing grades, how many of them got high grades. 
Now that we have liberalized the rules for dropping 
courses, I think that in good conscience, if this is 
adopted, I am going to have to follow what Professor Howarth 
says I will have to do in order not to devalue the high 
grades. I will have to adopt a much stricter attitude 
about drops. 
In other words, I will have to flunk everybody that 
ever signs up for the course; that way, I will come out 
with a respectable grade point average for the course, and 
the people that get above that will get the credit they 
deserve. 
I find t hat many of my courses, half the people drop 
at the last time t h at they can. The average does come out 
all "A's," "B's," and "C's" of those t h at stuck it out. 
And the number that the computer will compute doesn't really 
tell me very much about what happened in a course. 
· o'" 78 
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HEADY Professor Porter. 
PORTER It seems to me that regardless of the --
the pros and cons of grades, that we still -- we are still 
under this system. We still use grades, and grades are 
essentially numerical in spite of the facts that they 
appear as letters. They have numerical values attached to 
them, and they appear that way, and they are used that way 
in the transcripts. 
And this is simply giving another bit of information, 
something which transcripts do not now provide, and in 
addition of a numerical kind. 
In many ways some of the arguments that we have 
heard against this, this motion, are the best arguments, 
perhaps, for it. The idea that if we should pass this it 
would somehow force people to do something different, 
simply to achieve a different sort of quantitative mani-
pulation on the transcript. 
This doesn't -- this doesn't do anything to the 
grading system itself. It doesn't change "A," "B," "C," 
"D," "F," and so on. It adds some more information. Any 
adverse comparison which may emerge, which may discriminate 
between different faculty members giving different kinds of 
grades, it seems to me is simply -- may or may not be 
intended by the mover of this motion, but nevertheless, 
that's really neither here nor there. 
If people are ashamed of the grades that they give 
because perhaps they are too high, then, indeed, they 
would feel an adverse comparison. But if they feel 
ashamed, why should they, if they are convinced of the 
principle that giving all "A's" is right? This is no 
reason they need to feel shamed into somehow changing 
their grade process. It would simply appear on a student's 
transcripts that, indeed, they do give all "A's." 
It would show that a student who is receiving an 
"A" in that course out of however many students taking the 
C d . "A II 
ourse, has received an "A" where the average gra e is . 
If somebody feels ashamed of that, then -- then, that is 
perhaps a personal matter for that instructor. 
son. 
those 
But it's -- essentially, there's no adverse compari-
There is no -- I assume we are not going to put 
that go above a certain level in red, or underline 
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them, or single them out in any way. It simply adds a 
different number to what is essentially a numerical s ystem. 
HEADY Professor Morrison, do you want to follow up 
on a point you made earlier? 
MORRISON I would like to propose an amendment. 
HEADY Well, I will -- I am sorry, I am not going 
to recognize you righ t now because I recognized you earlier. 
I thought you were going to follow up. 
MORRISON May I propose an amendment? 
HEADY When I recognize you. 
Professor Dubois. 
PROFESSOR DUBOIS What this proposal does, regardless 
of intent, is add to the transcript a piece of information 
about the instructors, which -- who taught courses that the 
student has taken. 
The statement that those who don't want this informa-
tion divulged, or are ashamed, is just a standard attack on 
the privacy, that whatever I do not wish to divulge must be 
proof of my shame. I am ashamed to hear such an attack on 
my right to privacy. 
The question of academic freedom here that needs to 
be considered . 
HEADY Professor Rhodes . 
PROFESSOR RHODES I am not very concerned with that, 
I guess, and I am not too concerned about saying what my 
grades tend to be. But ram rather struck with Professor 
Morrison's arguments, because I happen to teach some 
courses where, once the students recognize the nature of 
the course, there is often a large d rop rate. And this is 
even more true in a very large clas s which I also teach. 
So I would like to make an amendment to this pro-
posal, which would be that listed as when you are talking 
a~out the enrollment figures, t hat there would be three 
figures that would be listed: the. initial enrollment, the 
midterm enrollment and the final enrollment, and the 
I 
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averages put together for this. 
I hope there will be a second to my amendment. 
HEADY If you want to make an amendment, I am going 
to have to ask you to put it in language that will be clear 
as to what we are inserting, or 
RHODES My amendment is that in -- it goes into the 
statement about what figures the proposal as it precisely 
reads, I believe, states that enrollment figures --
HEADY It says,it ends up saying, "and the number 
of students enrolled." 
RHODES Yes, the number of students enrolled, and 
the amendment would be replacing that last phrase, "and 
the number of students enrolled" would read instead, "th e 
initial number of students enrolled, those enrolled at 
midterm, and those completing the course at finals." 
HEADY Is there a second to the amendment? 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
HEADY Moved and seconded that the language of 
the last phrase be changed as Professor Rhodes has indicated . 
Is there discussion on this amendment now? 
Yes. 
PROFESSOR KYNER Kyner, Mathematics. 
I would like to oppose the amendment because I 
think it illustrates the weakness in the whole project, 
and that is an untested idea which is being pushed to 
apply to thousands of students. 
I think the appropriate way would be to have an 
~xperimental approach, try it on a limited bas~s, .and see 
if, in fact, you can evaluate students with this informa-
tion. So I think that the type of thing in the amendment 
would be perhaps helpful, but it would require that the 
person knows what the drop policy of t h e University is, a 
variety of other things which are not usually conveyed with 
the transcript. 
So I would speak against the amendment, and urge that 
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an experiment be taken before we adopt any policy of this 
type. 
HEADY Further discussion on the amendment? If 
not, are you ready to vote on the amendment that was made 
by Professor Rhod es? Are you clear about the amendment? 
Those in favor, please say "aye"; opposed, "no." 
The amendment is defeated. 
Professor Schmidt. 
SCHMIDT Mr. Chairman, I think we have two serious 
matters of educational policy yet on the agenda with 
respect to linguistics and American Studies. I agree with 
Professor Howarth, I think this is trivial. I move the 
previous question. 
(Several seconds.) 
HEADY If the parliamentarian doesn't say I can't 
do t h is, I am going to withdraw my recognition of you, and 
recognize Professor Morrison, because I fully intended to 
give him an opportunity to make the amendment which he 
indicated he wanted to make earlier. And I want to 
recognize other people who haven't spoken yet. 
MORRISON I will yield to the Professor. 
HEADY All right. We have a motion for the previous 
question. Is there a second to that motion? 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
HEADY Been seconded. You are all familiar with 
Where we are now? Those in favor of the motion on the 
previous question, please say "aye"; opposed, "no." It's 
carried by two-thirds vote, so we will now proceed to vote 
on the main motion. 
Those in favor of the motion made by Professor 
Berthold, please say "aye"; opposed, "no." The motion is 
defeated. 
Item Eight, proposed departmental status for American 
Studies. Dean Wollman. 
WOLLMAN The motion before you is to create a 
Department-
al Status 
for American 
studies 
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Department of American Studies. 
At present, American Studies is a program in the 
College of Arts and Sciences. It is a Faculty Advisory 
Committee t hat represents a number of disciplines, including 
those in other colleges. 
Several years ago we took the budget for American 
Studies out of the English Department budget, and created 
its own budget line. The next step was to make appointments 
of two members of the faculty in American Studies. We 
subsequently discovered that anyone who is appointed in 
American Studies cannot be considered for tenure, because 
tenure can only be accorded to someone in a department or 
a division or a college. That was one consideration that 
led to further consideration of the status of the American 
Studies by the Advisory Committee. 
There were others that grew out of a visit of the 
Danforth Committee, and the nature of the program and the 
likelihood that appointments in American Studies would 
come from people who received their degree in American 
Studies. 
For these reasons, and you have a brief statement of 
the consideration before you on page fourteen, the Advisory 
Committee and the staff of the American Studies program 
have recommended that we create a department, and that the 
department be in the College of Arts and Sciences. 
I agreed to support such a program , such a move, 
provided it was understood that there would be no change in 
the accessibility to resources of the College of Arts and 
Sciences that would grow out of this change in status. 
The following of Arts and Sciences approved this 
proposal. It has also been approved by the Curriculum 
Committee, the Graduate committee considered it but made 
no specific recommendation, and you can address any questions 
on that matter to Dean Spolsky. 
I move that we create a Department of American Studies 
in the College of Arts and Sciences. 
HEADY Is there a second to the motion? 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
0580 
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HEADY Been seconded. Is there discussion? There 
is no discussion, are you ready to vote? 
Professor Rhodes. 
RHODES I am on the Graduate Conunittee, and did 
discuss this, and have since discussed it with a member of 
American Studies. 
I have great concern about making American Studies 
a department at this time. I feel that Dean Wellman's 
presentation is not an overwhelming and enthusiastic support 
of this movement. 
It seems to me that in one sense, if you try -- and 
perhaps I misinterpreted what he said -- but I get the 
feeling that we are making a department so that we can 
give some people tenure. It seems to me that there ought 
to be a more effective way of doing that. 
I feel that the program has had some difficulties, 
and by now making it a department, we may be solidifying 
those difficulties. 
This has come up very quickly, and I personally, 
one of the reasons I feel the Graduate Committee did not 
make a recommendation was they felt they had not had time 
to adequately consider this particular movement. There 
was a subcommittee on graduate evaluation that, indeed, 
suggested that American Studies needed to be reexamined 
and reevaluated in some way, that there were some problems, 
but departmental status was not a suggestion that was 
made as a solution to those problems. 
I understand there is some urgency in the hopes 
that we would be able to attract people, a new director, 
and that you have to be able to offer them tenure. But I 
would suggest that any new director who was coming in should 
be sufficiently high stature that he would be able to have 
tenure in a department that he was coming into. I raise 
this as a question. 
I do not wish to in any way destroy what I think is 
P~te~tially a very valuable program .. T~is is an.inter-
disciplinary program. I think that it is potentially the 
way a great deal of graduate education may go. But at the 
moment it does not seem to me that making it a department 
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is going to solve these problems, and we need administrative 
resolutions, I think, rather than simply departmentalization. 
Some way has to be worked out that these people who 
are in other departments but serving in American Studies, 
that their original departments get credit for this rather 
than being punished, which is the way it operates at the 
moment. 
I am not trying to criticize the administration in 
terms of this. I am pointing out this is a problem that 
hasn't been solved as yet. There is no easy way, probably, 
to do that, or they would have done it a long time ago. 
All of what I am saying in terms of this, I think, 
is that I don't feel that we should rush into making a 
department out of American Studies. I really have grave 
questions about it. 
HEADY Dean Wollman. 
WOLLMAN I would like to just respond to part of 
what you said, to make sure that we are clear as to what is 
entailed. 
Icbn't think that the determination of whether 
there shall or shall not be a department, in this instance, 
is related to a personal tenure decision. It's not related 
to a tenure decision of particular individuals. 
What is involved here is the fact that there are a 
number of programs throughout the country, Yale, Minnesota, 
University of Pennsylvania, are three that occur t~ me 
there may be others -- from which, if we were to hire 
someone, they might come from one of those programs. 
Now, those are programs in American Studies, and 
it's quite possible in fact it's quite likely, that one 
of our other depart~ents would not want to give te~ure to 
a person coming to this institution with that particular 
degree and that particular background. 
So it would then mean that we could only recruit 
people for our program here, provided those people didn't 
come from a program in American studies, but came from 
one of the other disciplines such that they would be 
acceptable to one of the other departments. And that is a 
95 
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constricting factor in terms of our own program. 
I think that when it comes to a determination of a 
specific tenure decision, it would be in accordance with 
whatever rules are followed within the college and the 
University. 
HEADY Yes, sir. 
A 
PROFES~,°R JO~S 
Professor Jonji!s. 
May I seek information? I am 
Dean Wollman just mentioned programs at Yale, 
Pennsylvania, I think Minnesota . I am wondering about 
technicalities. 
Are we talking about American Studies programs at 
those universities, for example, or talking about American 
Studies as departments? 
WOLLMAN I think at those institutions they are 
departments. I may be wrong, perhaps you can correct me? 
PROFESSOR SPIDLE Is there any sort of index 
concerning the departmental or program status as far as 
American Studies is concerned? 
WOLLMAN I will let one of the other people from 
American Studies answer. 
PROFESSOR JON)s Several years ago we had a 
committee study the American studies program here, and they 
recommended that American studies departmentalize at that 
time, because that was and is the trend of American Studies 
~rogram, because of fiscal problems and also tenure problems, 
Just sort of giving it the departmental structure, and in 
such cases maintain the name "program," but have it 
structured administratively as a department. 
My inclination then was to resist the departmentali-
z~tion, assuming it was a contradiction between inter-
disciplinary program and department structure. Had I seen 
What we confront now, I would have said, "Fine, we will 
just departmentalize." 
But the specific answer is, "Yes," most of the major 
American Studies programs are administered, structured, as 
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departments. 
HEADY Any discussion? 
PROFESSOR ZEPPER This reminds me of a number of 
meets I attended at National Educators, and they say when 
professors have an interest in a new area they have t o 
create a new course for it, when they have an inter-
disciplinary problem they create a department. 
I think there may be some problems here in doing 
this. The issue centers around what is the best organi-
zational means for fostering the interdisciplinary 
programs and still taking care of the physical organi-
zation tenure problems that exist within a university. 
Seems to me more study needs to be done within the 
University to determine what the best structure is for all 
interdisciplinary programs, rather than rushing into the 
departmentalization of one interdisciplinary program which 
can become a precedent for others. 
PROFESSOR BAUGHMAN There are ways this could be 
handled. We could have a division, or become a college, 
but it seems through this committee, to all of the various 
bodies that have discussed this so far, that the department 
idea is the most satisfactory or - ·- the most satisfactory. 
For one thing, departmental status is what we have 
had, in effect, for several years. We would love to b e a 
college or a division, but I think the realities of the 
situation are that the department status is more desirable. 
Now, the precedent problem, of course, always comes 
up. What has happened is that here is an interdisciplinary 
program of some age, and a great deal of respectability, 
and I stand by that, on that. Here is an interdisclpl~nary 
program that has become a discipline over the country in 
the last few years. once you get around the semantics of 
that, there is no problem. 
So the precedent problem is simply that other inter-
disciplinary problems or programs that might come to us 
Wil l have to be considered on their merits, as any other 
program is. 
HEADY Professor Thorson. 
8 
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THORSON I am opposed to departmental status, not 
because I am opposed to the program, which I think may be 
fine, but I find it curious that this recommendation was 
made in 1969 by the Danforth Committee, and we are coming 
into it in 1975. 
JONES It was 1971. 
THORSON Well, document says 1969. 
The question, really, I guess, is, isn't there a 
difference in those six years, and are we -- I might point 
out that the American Studies program is essentially a 
Ph.D. program. There is no undergraduate major, there is 
no undergraduate minor. It seems to me at this time that 
at this point in time -- I'm sorry to sound silly -- is not 
the time to solidify a structure into a department, but 
rather to retain maximum flexibility by maintaining the 
present structure. 
It seems to me that once we get a department, it 
will have, I t h ink, three members. We are going to push 
this to the absurdity of Eastern New Mexico. We are going 
to have a department chairman for every three members of 
the faculty. That, it seems to me, is counterproductive, 
and I would urge the faculty to reject departmental status 
for American Studies at this time, until more study --
until more proposals, until -- really, the Graduate 
Committee didn 't have a chance to really look at it. The 
College of Arts and Sciences was presented -- well, it came 
out on the agenda Monday for a vote on Wednesday, the vote 
was twenty-six to seventeen -- is that correct? -- I don't 
see any rush on it. 
I would like not -- I would like to turn it down at 
this time. 
HEADY Professor Dubois, do you want the floor? 
DUBOIS Yes, I would like to ask Dean Wollman if 
it's fair to say this is a rush job . I was not aware that 
it was a big rush. Twice that's been said. 
WOLLMAN I wouldn't call it a "rush job." I think 
there has been consideration of the status of American 
Studies for at least two years, that I am awar~ of, acti~e 
consideration of status. I think that the Advisory Committee 
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this year spent a considerable amount of time reexamining 
the role of Americal Studies, primarily at the under-
graduate level, because the graduate program seems quite 
well established, and they spent time not only considering 
the organization of American Studies, but also the courses 
that were being offered under the auspices of American 
Studies. 
HEADY Vice-President Travelstead. 
TRAVELSTEAD I wish to support the motion and yet 
at the same time I appreciate what Mr. Rhodes and 
Mr. Thorson have said. 
I would like to add just two or three pieces of 
information. My office, along with the dean of the 
College of Arts and Sciences, the members of this Committee, 
have been involved in this discussion for at least two 
years. We have considered a number of alternatives, 
including a division, including, as someone said a while 
ago -- I guess it was Mr. Zepper -- the possibility at this 
institution of having some kind of an umbrella in which not 
only American Studies, but some other similar programs that 
cut across departmental and college lines, are now in 
operation, but with a quesiionable status. 
I think it's time to give -- tl1is is not a new 
program, and the questions that have arisen recently, it 
seems to me, Jim, are questions that might very well be 
settled, or at least modified by some kind of organization 
status. 
I don't think the Ph.D. program has ever been in 
question. It's high quality and had some of our very best 
faculty members behind it for years. 
The questions about American Studies have been more, 
seems to me, exacerbated recently by the under~raduate 
courses that were brought into existence, and it's not 
just to create a tenure spot for persons involved, but I 
think and not just in looking for a new director. 
I think it's time it has a home in the usual frame-
work of this institution: I think it ought to be subjected 
to the same kinds of examination and requirements that a 
depar tment and a college can give to a prog~am, and for it 
to remain out in the area where it is now, it seems to me 
,. 
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that it makes more difficult the identification of what it 
should be doing and what it should not be doing. 
I think it's time for it to have a home, and I do 
support a departmental status rather than division status, 
and certainly I am not supporting a college status. The 
division status would, if done, probably come under the 
auspices of academic vice-president. I do not feel that 
that kind of move ought to be extended at this institution, 
and have said so in a number of groups. 
I think it tends -- if that were pursued, it would 
tend to be viewed by many people as circumventing depart-
mental and college and college kinds of scrutiny, and 
organization. 
Therefore, I think it's time for it to have a home 
and I think departmental status is the best way for it t o 
have a home. It is a discipline now. Just as many other 
disciplines represented in this room were not discipline s 
twenty-five or thirty years ago, it is not any longer 
sort of a vague thing hanging between departments, between 
colleges. Some of our most reputable institutions do have 
it as a regular discipline now, and it seems to me it 
deserves an appropriate home in this institution. 
HEADY Professor Jonas. 
JONAS Yes. The committee that investigated t h is 
kind of question the last two meetings, and I beli e v e that 
we discussed all the pros and cons which is related to t h is 
kind of question, and all the possibilities, you know, 
question marks which are raised, were also discussed. 
At first, we were very, very critical with tis 
kind, but after two meetings, somehow we were able to 
understand the meaning of this kind of proposal, and 
thought this is the best possibility to solve some of the 
questions which are hanging over American Studies. 
So finally, in the last meeting yesterday, it was 
that we should recommend it to the Faculty. 
HEADY Dean Spolsky. 
DEAN SPOLSKY I would like to support the 
recommendation for departmental status. I think t he 
reasons were very well summarized by Vice-President 
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Travelstead. 
We have here a doctoral program, which, I believe, 
was first awarded at this University. It has been in 
existence long enough for us to know what the field is, 
the questions of organization are difficult ones. It's 
unfortunate in a way that we do become somewhat inflexible, 
and that we do have departments, but traditional universi-
ties operated quite satisfactorily with the notion that 
as soon as you had one good person in the field, that was 
a department, a professor in the field establishes the 
existence of a department. 
When a program like this falls between the cracks, 
as I discovered happened with Linguistics, we went through 
much the same problem. We had advice from a visiting 
committee who recommended a department. They understood 
the realities, perhaps, better than we did. 
We attempted to work as a program because we 
believed it was good to remain flexible, and we found it 
impossible to maintain the kind of standards and the kind 
of controls that the program that we felt were necessary. 
From that point of view, I believe that departmental 
status will make it possible for the University, the 
graduate school, to know who is responsible for the pro-
gram, and to work with them in insuring the kind of 
standards that we have come to expect of that program. 
HEADY Are you ready to vote? 
the motion, please say "aye"; opposed, 
is carried. 
Those in favor of 
"no." The motion 
The last item on the agenda, proposal for a master 
of arts degree in the Language Sciences, and I believe 
Dean Spolsky is to present that. 
SPOLSKY Mr. President, on behalf of the Graduate 
Committee, and with the approval of the Curricula Committee 
and the College of Arts and Sciences, I move approval of 
a master of arts in the Language Sciences. 
And you have a copy of the proposal which is being 
considered, and let me make one or two brief remarks about 
the background, and then let Professor Oller in the depart-
ment make any further explanation. 
Master of 
Arts in 
---Language 
Sciences 
,. 
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HEADY Before we proceed, may I ask if t her e is a 
second to the motion? 
FACULTY MEMBER Seconded. 
HEADY It's been seconded. 
SPOLSKY The proposal has been under c onsideration 
essentially within the department for -- since t h e depart-
ment was established two years ago, now. It's b eing 
discussed with the various units who cou ld b e involved in 
one way or another, and it seems, extensive l y d i scussed 
with the staff of the graduate school to make sur e that it 
fits the requirements of master's degrees. And t he matter 
went to other committees, and proposes an esse ntia l ly 
master'sp:-ogram within the regulations under e i ther plan 
one, or plan two, offering courses in t he v ar i ous fields 
of Lin9uistics, designated Linguistics. 
I will leave it to Professor Oller to expl ain some 
of the details of the proposal. 
HEADY Professor Oller. 
OLLER Since you have a copy o f the pro posal before 
you, which explains the details, I wou ld l ike to make just 
two brief comments and then remain availab l e for further 
discussion, if you want to go into t he deta i l s of the 
proposal. 
The first comment concerns the need f o r an M. A. 
program of the type that is proposed here. We are , in 
e ffect, at the present time advising student s c o nc erning 
M.A. level research of the very sort that is clearly 
defined in this proposal, and it's our o p inion , t he opinion 
of the fourteen voting members of the faculty o f the 
Department of Linguistics, that t h is proposal will help to 
clarify and to define and to organize what we a r e already 
doing in somewhat more haphazard way . And it will also 
provide some flexibility and t he cla rity o f organization on 
t he part of, or for the benefit of our student s a t t he 
graduate level. 
. So the first point, then , is t hat we believe there 
is a very strong need for such a program , t o strengthen 
programs in Linguistics and s everal related areas at the 
graduate level. 
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Chester, is there anything to add to that, or to 
correct? 
TRAVELSTEAD That is correct. I will add a point 
or two : the procedure calls for the recommendation to go to 
the staff in June. The staff then analyzes it and makes a 
recommendation to the B~E.F. in September. 
The procedure also calls for a waiting period of one 
year before it can be put into operation, so if this 
faculty approves this, it would take those steps and would 
be officially in operation if the B.E.F. approves it in the 
fall of 1976. 
I would hope by that time, we have a little better 
funding and would be able to cope with such things. 
THORSON Just curiosity. 
HEADY Is there further discussion? 
DICK Yes, sir. Professor Dick. 
I had one question. Looking this over, maybe I 
missed it somehow, but it would seem that in terms of the 
prerequisites general semantics in speech communication 
would be an appropriate course about the meaning and 
function of language. 
I just wondered if someone could tell me why it was 
omitted, or if it is. Maybe I just don't see it. 
OLLER There are a number of other courses that one 
might like to insert in a list of prerequisites. This list 
was very carefully gone over by all the members of our 
faculty, which doesn't, in fact, include anyone from speech 
?ommunication, although we do talk with a number of people 
in speech communication frequently. 
I think that the reason that general semantics is 
not included in the list, is that we were concentrating on 
the kinds of course work that would be followed up by more 
advanced course work. And general semantics is not one of 
the ones which we are proposing, which would be involved in 
the course work that follows up on the prerequisite. 
The prerequisites were conceptualized in terms of 
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the more advanced course work for the graduate program, and 
that's why that was in there. 
HEADY Yes, Professor Murphy. 
PROFESSOR MURPHY I .ask purely for information: 
would someone interested in letters -- say philosophy in 
general or etymology in particular -- be encouraged to 
pursue this program, or does this have another thrust? 
OLLER As we indicated in the proposal, the 
flexibility beyond the four courses would be limited only 
by the availability of faculty expertise. But it hasn't 
been a major area of interest among our students previously, 
in those other areas, but we did outline on pages seventeen 
and eighteen five examples of programs with different 
specializations that students could put together with the 
faculty expertise that is available for advisors. 
HEADY Professor Steger. 
PROFESSOR STEGER I would like to object to the 
inclusion of the math course four fifteen in this program. 
I talked to Professor Metzler, I believe the only 
person in the department that taught this course recently. 
He told me that the courses he -- as he has taught, would 
not be available without people of considerable background 
in the mathematics, and that he conveyed this idea to 
Professor Oller, and unless we were to design a special 
course, the number is not important, he couldn't really 
include a math course in this program. 
I am a little surprised and shocked -- I kn~w 
Professor Metzler was -- that his course appeared in that 
program,after this discussion. 
If I am misrepresenting your conversation, John, 
please correct me. 
OLLER I don't -- maybe we got our wires crossed 
some way or another there. Actually, I think that the 
disagreement if there was a disagreement on the point, 
probably the,reason that you are shocked is simply because 
of some of the areas of interest to Linguistics. That 
might be surprising to a mathematician. 
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The fact is that there is a substantial interest in 
the general area of mathematical professions, and particularly 
those that are related to formal theories of language. The 
course which Professor Metzler teaches, which we discussed 
at some length, he also provided in the course syllabi and 
other materials. That particular course is concentrating 
on the concept of mathematics, and we believe that it is 
necessary for people specializing in formal language to 
have that kind of formal background. 
Other courses along that line are our courses taught 
through computing sciences in formal theories of language, 
for instance, four one five is listed by the Department of 
Linguistics. 
I think that it would be possible for us to, you 
know, discuss at some length, perhaps, the desirability of 
that course for our students, perhaps for a course to be 
designed, but I think that was right in the topical area 
that was appropriate to people specializing in formal 
language theory. 
I don't think it would place a grave burden on the 
math department, inasmuch as there would probably be no 
more than two or three students in any given year with that 
specialization. Presumably, those people would have back-
grounds in mathematics. Nobody's going to attack formal 
language without that kind of background. 
HEADY Further discussion? If there is 
who wants to speak, we will go ahead and vote. 
favor of the motion, please say "aye"; opposed, 
motion is carried. 
no one else 
Those in 
"no." The 
That concludes the agenda. Professor Cooper has 
gone, so I assume he does not want to bring that matter up. 
Is there a motion to adjourn? Those in favor, please 
say "aye"; opposed, "no." The motion is carried. 
Adjournment, 4:52 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
John N. Durrie, 
Secretary 
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~UBJECT: Leave Policy Revision 
At the Regents' meeting of June 12, 1974, "it was generally 
agreed, 11 to quote the minutes, "that the leave policy should 
be re-examined with respect to back-to-back leaves." 
A revision was accordingly drafted--see next page--and was 
approved by the Regents at their February 1 meeting, subject 
to approval by the Faculty . 
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LEJ\VJ~ ~,JI TH OUT PAY 
Present s bi temcnt: 
~.Asa general policy, a leave without pay or any combination 
of D s[lbbotlcE.Jl leave and a leave without pny will not exceed one yenr 
in durotion. However, ln extremely rare cases, the Regent::; w::.11 
consider exceptions which would permit a maximum of one additional 
year nwuy from the University if in the opinion of the department 
chairman, the dean, the Vice President for Academic Affairs, and the 
President such on arraneoment in a particular case would be of demon-
strable benefit to the University. 
Propo sed stat ement : 
------·---
2. A leave without p8y or any combinPtion of a sabbatical leave 
ana. a leave without pc1y will not p;enerally exceed one year in dura-
tion, al tbouGh wher) the best interests of the Uni v~rsi ty Hculd be sc 
served and with the concurrence of the depart~ent chairman, the de on , 
and the Vice Pres id en t for P.cademic P.ff airs, the Pr.es ider..t may rec o::: -
mend a two-year absence to the Regents. However, except in e:r.:treme ly 
rare cases, as recommended by the President to the Regents, a faculty 
member shall not be Dbscnt from the University for more thDn two of 
any five consecutive years, and it is not contemplated that even such 
8 Proportion of absence shall be the norm. 
,, 
PROPOSED POLICY STATEMENT ON ACADEMIC FREEDOM AND TENURE AT 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO'S GALLUP AND NORTHERN BRANCHES 
A supplement to the University's Policy on 
Academic Freedom and Tenure now appearing 
in the Faculty Handbook, pages 34-42. 
The basic principles upon which U.N.M.'s present Policy on Aca-
demic Freedom and Tenure are based shall apply to the branch colleges 
within the State as well as to the main campus in Albuquerque. In 
the implementation of this policy at the branch colleges, however, it 
will be necessary to use some slightly different criteria for the 
achievement of academic tenure. These 1differences are described 
below. It should be noted that the recently approved Tenure Position 
.lliQ. which is applicable at the branches ~ well ~ on the main cam-
pus indicates that the normal initial full-time contract at the 
.__;;..;;.,;.;:~:;;..=.;= ....;;.;;.~- -- - --
instructor and assistant professor levels will be a~ appointment 
of l years. 
1. As at the main campus, some full-time probationary appoint-
ments (those leading to tenure) may be made at the branch colleges, 
but because of the differences and changing nature of instructional 
requirements on these branch campuses, a larger percentage of tem-
porary and term appointments will be made at branch colleges than on 
the main campus. 
2. Probationary appointments made at a branch college shall 
lead toward academic tenure in a particular discipline at that 
branch only and not toward tenure on the main campus or at another 
branch. 
3. The four basesl for appointment, promotion, and tenure used on 
lL. isted on p. 52 
sh· l.p, research, 
acteristics. 
of the current Faculty Handbook: teaching; scholar-
or other creative work; service; and personal char-
,. 
the main campus shall apply also to the branch campuses. It is 
expected, however, that because of the somewhat different mission 
of branch colleges, more emphasis will be placed there on teaching 
and service and less upon scholarship and research. 
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4. Recommendations concerning academic tenure for a faculty mem-
ber at a branch college shall be made directly to the main campus 
Vice President for Academic Affairs by the director at the branch. A 
recommendation shall then be made by the Vice President to the Presi-
dent of the University. Such recommendations and final decisions 
shall not be subject to review or approval by any faculty group on 
the main campus. It is urged, however, that the branch college 
director responsible for making such recommendations will seek advice 
of an appropriate faculty group on the main campus before recommending 
tenure. For example, the chairman and faculty of the Department of 
English on the main campus could help the branch college faculty 
group and director develop and use guidelines for arriving at a 
tenure recommendation concerning a person teaching English at the 
branch college, if it is well understood in advance that somewhat 
different emphases will be used in the application of criteria at 
the branch college. In addition, the branch college director shall 
consult with all full-time faculty at the branch college concerning 
the tenure recommendation. 
-2-
JM: 
SJECT: 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
John Durrie, University Secretary 
Nathaniel Wollman~ 1,;J 
Proposal re Grade Reporting. 
DATE: February 11, 1975 
The Arts and Sciences Faculty at its meeting on Monday, February 10, 
1975, passed the following motion: 
That the proposal of Richard Berthold be approved 
and forwarded for consideration by the general faculty. 
This proposal is to show on the student's transcript for 
each course the grade received, the average grade given 
in that course, and the number of students enrolled. 
NW:kdw 
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TO: 0 Faculty of the College of Arts and Sciences 
FROM: Charles Biebel for The American Studies Faculty committee 
SUBJECT: Departmental Status for American Studies 
BACKGROUND 
Amer~can ~tudies was fi 7st constituted as a doctoral program 
at the University of New Mexico thirty years ago and produced the 
first graduate student ever awarded a Ph.D. by the University in 
June 1947. For two decades American Studies remained a very modest 
program with only 13 doctoral degrees granted before 1968 and with 
both p~ogram administration and course offerings depending on the 
good will and volunteer efforts of a small, dedicated group of 
professors primarily from the English, History, and Philosophy 
Departments. 
After the visit of a Danforth Evaluation Committee in 1969 
the American Studies Program changed dramatically. Following the 
7ecommendations of the Danforth Committee, the program acquired an 
independent budget; an undergraduate minor was created; the number 
of doctoral candidates rose; and two new faculty appointments were 
made directly in American Studies. American Studies, in effect, 
became a quasi-department. 
During the past year, the American Studies Faculty Committee 
has moved to formalize and consolidate some of the more unusual 
characteristics of this quasi-department. In December 1974, for 
example, the faculty of Arts and Sciences approved a reorganization 
of the undergraduate minor in American Studies. Throughout the year, 
the faculty committee also conferred with both Vice President 
Travelstead and Dean Wollman concerning a new organizational status 
for American Studies which will render constitutional already author-
ized faculty lines. Last month the American Studies Faculty Committee, 
with the advice and consent of Dean Wollman, drafted a constitution 
reorganizing the existing American Studies program into a convention-
al department, a move which was also recommended by the Danforth 
Committee six years ago. 
IMPLICATIONS 
Under the terms of the new constitution, the committee which 
h~s informally governed the American Studies Progr~m in the past . 
will become a faculty committee composed of full time faculty holding 
rank in American studies and nine associated faculty from other 
departments serving three year terms. As a governing body, this 
~aculty committee will act as does any normal departmental faculty 
in developing departmental policy. 
Since American Studies has enjoyed quasi-departmen~al status . 
for years, such a change in status is not de~igned to signal a 1 period 
of accelerated growth greater financial drains on the Colleges 
budget, nor demands f;r additional faculty. Rather, departmental 
status serves largely to formalize existing ~rocedure~ and make 
constitutional present faculty lines in American studies. 
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PROPOSAL FOR A MASTER OF ARTS IN THE LANGUAGE SCIENCES 
Drafted December 2, 1974 
(Department of Linguistics: Standing Graduate committee) 
Among our students there is an increasing demand for cross 
disciplinary courses of study at the graduate level in areas such 
as bilingual education, the teaching of English as a second lang-
uage, language testing, linguistics, the psychology of language, 
and other fields. This proposal for a Master of Arts in the 
Language Sciences specifies prerequisite course work and a core 
of course work leading to the M.A. under either Plan I or Plan 
II .. Beyond the core course work specified, the program allows 
c~nsiderable flexibility for the student to specialize in a par-
ticular sub-area within the language sciences. 
Prerequisites. (There are 21 hours of prerequisites for h 
formal theory route, or 18 hours for any of the remaining rou es. 
See Figure 1 on page 2). 
An introduction to Linguistics (either Ling 292 or 440), 
articulatory phonetics (Com Dis 303), phonology (Anthro 317L), 
and syntax (Anthro 318L}. In addition, the student should indi-
cate preparation in inquiry skills: for example; in order to 
specialize in formal aspects of language theory, the student 
should be prepared in logic (Phil 256 and 257, at least), and 
math (Math 415); to specialize in educational or sociological 
applications of language theories, the student should have either 
an introduction to statistics and research design (Psych 201 and 
202, or the equivalent) or two courses in sociological methodology 
~Soc 280, 480); to specialize in linguistic field wor~, a co~rse 
in anthropological and linguistic methodology are required (Ling 
313L and Anthro 350). Although some of the prerequisite courses 
are offered for graduate credit, they are in fact prerequisites 
and will not count toward the course requirements for the degree. 
Core Courses. (15 hours) 
The student is expected to complete advanced courses at the 
graduate level in phonology and sy~ta~ (Ant~ro 417L and 418L) ~ 
~t least one course in psycholinguistics (e7the~ Psych ~69 w~ich 
is a seminar in semantics Ed. Fdns. 563 which is a seminar in 
~hild language acquisitio~, or Ed. Fdns .. 562 wh~ch is a seminar 
in language testing), sociolinguistics (e7t~er Ling 559 or 555 
when on a sociolinguistic topic}, in addition, ~he student should 
~ake at least one seminar either with an educati~nal ~r t~eor7t- . 
ical orientation (either Ling 554 which is~ se~in~r in linguistic 
theory, or Ling 555 which is a semin~r in.linguisti~s.and language 
pedagogy). A comprehensive examination will be administered to 
each student upon completion of the core course work. 
Formal 
Aspects of .. Phil 
--, Phil H Math ' Language .. 256 257 415 ,
Theory 
Psych Educational Psych ... 201 ' 202 ... , Linguistics ~ ' 
Intro to r, Linguistics~ rl318L ~ 
292 or 440 
START 
... r, w r 
y317L ~l L.i Phonetics 
-303 
Sociolinquistics , 1Soci61 Sociol 280 . 480 ' 
• J • 
. 
, Ling 
. I . 313L Anthroooloq1.cal 
' Linguistics f • 
• Anthro 
-
' 350 
Figure 1. Prerequisites: Routes for satisfying them. 
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PROPOSAL FOR AN M.A. IN THE LANGUAGE SCIENCES - Page 3 
Under Plan I, the student will be required to complete an 
additional? hours of co~rse work at the graduate level approved 
by the Committee on Studies (see page 5) plus a thesis. Under 
Plan II, the student will be required to complete an additional 
17 hours of graduate level work approved by the committee on Stu-
dies. It is the student's responsibility in consultation with 
the Committee on Studies to meet the requirement for at least 12 
hours of course work at the 500 level. (See Figure 2 on page 4 ) . 
Specializations beyond the core course requirements would be 
limited only by the availability of faculty expertise , courses , 
and the willingness of individual faculty members to offer prob-
lems courses, seminars on special topics, and the like. Some 
possible specializations are described below. It is i mportant 
to remember that these are only suggested possibilities and are 
not meant to be restrictive guidelines for any of the speciali-
zations named. Any actual course of study would hav e to be treated 
as an individual case and would be designed jointly b y the student 
and the Committee on Studies. Preparation might lead to a job 
(a professional degree program) or it might lead to further gra-
duate study (an academic program). 
1. Multilingual Education. Suppose the student ' s objectiv e 
is to work in literacy programs, for example, among t h e Navajo. 
Specialization beyond the core course requirements (obv iously , 
some of the course work could be done concurrently with completion 
of core requirements) might include Ling 386, Survey of Multi-
lingual Education which is offered for credit at the graduate 
level~ Elementary Ed 431, The Reading Program in the Elementary 
School, Elementary Ed 531, Seminar in Teaching Reading , and 
po~sibly problems or topics courses with people like Professo:s 
White, Pfeiffer, van Dongen, Zintz, Spolsky, and others. (This 
would be a professional degree program in all probability). 
2. Educational Linguistics. Frequently graduate students 
who are interested in the teaching of English as a foreign language 
~ant to specialize in language tes~ing. Surprisingly , there are 
Jobs for people specializing in this area and there seems to be a 
g~owing need for competent program ev~luators. A cours7 study 
might include curriculum and Instruction 482, The Teaching of 
English as a second Language, Ed. Fdns. 474 , Evaluation in the 
~chool curriculum, possibly also Ed. Fdns. 501L, .Research Me~hods 
1~ Education, Ling 565, seminar ~n Language Testing , and addi-
tional course work with people like Professo:s Oller , Spolsky , 
Young (Rod), Berch, Jaramillo, Gonzales , Macias, and others. 
(Professional). 
3. Formal Language Theory. A specialization under the 
general topic of formal langua~e theory might be information re-
trieval problems in library science. This is still an area where 
people are able to get jobs apparently in t hese days , and a course 
Psych 
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n or Ling -
' 563 
' 
or 
Ling I Additional 562 - 9 hours rl'I Thesis ,. 
I 
~ 417L ~ I 
H 
START 
Prerequi-
sites have 
been sat is-
f ied 
~ 418L 
I s:: 
Ling ra .. ~ I ,-t 559 u, ~ 
' i, END 
. . or - EXAM I . Go on to 
. 
, 
~ . Ling 
JI' J" I job or 535 H 
I H 
i:: 
I ra 
,-t Additional ~ 
I- Ling I ,. 17 hours 554 
or I 
~ Ling 
--
. 
555 
Figure 2. core course work for the M. A. and specialization 
under Plan I or Plan II . 
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PROPOSAL FOR AN M.A. IN THE LANGUAGE SCIENCES - Page 5 
of study specializ~ng in this area might include computing Sci-
en~e 451, Mathematical Theory of Formal Language, computing 
Science 555, Data Structures, and Computing Science 556, rntro-
d~ction to Informati~n Retr~eval followed by work with people 
like Professors Martin, Ulrich, and McDermott. (Professional) . 
-19-
. . 4 .. Philosoph~ of Language 1 and Li~guistic Theory. A spe-
cialization, say, in theory of illocutionary acts would be possi-
ble after the student had completed the core courses for the M.A. 
Additional course work might come under the Ling 554 number, for 
instance, The Seminar in Pragmatics, or it might include problems 
courses at the 500 level under the direction of people like Oller, 
McDermott, Conrad, and other members of the faculty. (This de-
gree would probably be termed an academic degree and might lead 
to further study towards the Ph.D. or other post-graduate study). 
5. Other academic degree programs might involve special-
izations in sociolinguistics, psycholinguistics, linguistic 
theory, and the like. 
Administrative Structure. 
Because of its current cross disciplinary make-up, it is pro-
posed that the Department of Linguistics administer the proposed 
degree program. The department's faculty at present represents 
a balanced membership of faculty from the college of Arts and Sci-
ences and the college of Education. Other faculty members who 
have been approved by the Graduate School for graduate level 
teaching may by mutual consent of the fac~lty members.of the De-
partment of Linguistics be added to the list of associated faculty 
to function as a part of the department faculty for the purpose 
of administering the M.A. 
Committee on Studies. 
The chairperson of each committee on Studies will be ~rawn 
from the departmental faculty or associated faculty as defined 
above. committees will contain at least 2 other faculty members 
with expertise in the area of emphasis ~n~i~ated by the student. 
Quality control is ultimately a responsibility of the student 
interacting with the committee on Studies. 
Degree Title. 
Upon completion of degree requirements.the student.will be 
awarded a Master of Arts in the Language sciences. It is strongly 
~rged that the student complete at l~ast 9 hours at the 500 level 
i~ an area of specialization de~ined by the student in consulta-
tion with the committee on studies. 
-20-
0' 
PROPOSAL FOR AN M.A. IN THE LANGUAGE SCIENCES - Page 6 
Fiscal Feasibility. 
Any new program is bound to cost money. It is fiscally 
feasible if its cost is covered by existing commitments of re-
sources. If the proposed program is successful in consolidating 
efforts of various University substructures in the coordination 
of M.A. level work in the language sciences, in the long run, it 
should afford considerable savings. Someone might argue that the 
proposed program will be in competition with existing M.A. degree 
programs, and this would, of course, . be true in some sense. How-
ever, the competition would be of a friendly sort that would 
strengthen graduate programs. Moreover, it would provide stu-
dents with a kind of flexibility not presently available. People 
trained in the teaching of English as a second language, for 
instance, would complete a more demanding program of course work 
and inquiry skills preparation than students selecting the M.A. 
degree through the college of Education. On the other hand, they 
would not necessarily satisfy certification requirements. Thus, 
the proposed program does not duplicate any existing option. 
